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What I suggested in my 12/14/75 letter to Senator heicher is sup'jortod by a liasty 
reading of this reprint, receive! late yesterday# Senator Weicher’o focus is on the 
tax deduction <md lie has made a valuable addition to the record on this* However, I an 
no re than ever convinced that the other pos.JLblo Nixon interest sliould bo considered# 

The otlier interest 1 have in ixlnd is a nechanisn for suppressing Ilia own records# 

V/hotlior or not I 10 load tliis in mind# lie lias achieved tliis# with regard to all hi3 
pr^dresidontial papers# 

As Viator v/eicher noted# only about i\ third of tJiose paperg are included in the 
"gift." But fill are conorod by title conveyances# This would seen to wn\ii that until 
tiiero is a final determiiuition of wliat in included in tilia "gift#’* the imposed and 
inherently accepted conditions apply to nil, the third given and tlio two— tliird not 
given. Could tlri .3 be tlie reason ipago 2# C.) tliat "The 1 969 deed lias never been 
accepted# •##" because until final do termination of wliat 13 included it can't be? 

If 30 and if the Nixon lawyers understood the manner of making this "gift" was 
cloudod, 1 wonder if tlie ulterior purpose mentioned in the fourth paragraph of my 
letter was important enough to risk clouding; the t ax credit claimed# In part Senator 
Weicher begins to address this on i>ago 5# tlie paragraph beginning at the bottom of tho 
first column and concluding# "It is impossible to relinquish pliysical dominion or con- 
trol over soil*) tiling if tliero is no way of pliysically knowing what tliat southing is#" 

On pa go 5t 0# quotes# "Since tho moors for tlie most Part abe not yet doeded to the 
United States ..." Perliaps relevant also is page 6# F## "There is no explanation or 
reason for tlie differences in tho 1969 deed# such as tho attempt to use an agent# or 
the absence of a signature block for tlie General Services Adminititration." Could it 
not at some later date bo firguod that without CSa acoepteince the wliole deal if off? 

Or kxaccdbi how to have the eaten cake# 

Exhibit 1 on page 7, 1 •§ denies access to ffll Nixon papers as long as ho is 
President# So does Exhibit 5# 1. Both also give Nixon "the right and power at any time 
during hia lifetime to modify or remove tliis restriction..." I su gest that if tlie 
n&nd if not captured by "remove" and focuses on "modify 41 # one modification could be to 
extend tho period of total suppression. 

If I an correct# Nixon has ciliated a mchino for the total suppression of any of 
hi pro-nPro i ridoutial papers he wonts suppressed and for as long as ho wants tliis# I 
believe there are such papers# thos j ho does not wont seen by anyone who can use thorn. 

Anri from my own experience in C.A. 2569-70 in tho federal district court in Washington* 
tho fedortil govaiumont will undertnice to press tho right to suppress for tlio donor# In 
tliat caso perjury and subornation of }xirjury were tho federal way# 'aero tliis precedent 
followed, Nixon would not have to dofond the cane liinself# Tlie attachments in tliat case 
say the precedent is followed without deviation# There is always the glib explanation, 
tho need to induce such priceless gifts tliat otherwise would not be nado* 

While I want to koop this short, I do ask you to consider why with all tho legal 
talent hi; liad and with the clear intent to use the i^xx-reilucing potential of the law, 
and particularly with the pending end of that capability, there was all this fussiness, 
nil the possible jeopardy to the making of tin easy half million dollars# I believe it 
caii be explained by wliat I called "ulterior purpose" and tliat suppression is one purpose# 

These documents are referred to as "deeds#" I an not a lai/yor, but I believe they 
are rather contracts# Thus turns can be extracted from GSA and they arc not valid with- 
out GiiA signature# Can you tliink of any good reason for thnn to be drafted with no 
provision for GSA signature aside from tliis? 





